proved to have been brought into existence to get over the
eviction proceeding taken against him, Chandrinaidu, the
tenant will not be entitled for any relief.

431. Adinarayana had a house site, measuring 300 square
yards in Amberpet of Hyderabad, He entered into an agreement
with Kondareddy on 20th October 1992 for the sale of the said
plot for Rs. 75,000/- and executed an agreement of sale and
received an advance of Rs. 5,0007- at the time of execution of the
sale agreement and it was agreed between the parties that
Kondareddy should pay the balance of sale consideration within
three months and immediately on payment of the balance of sale
consideration, Adinarayana should register the sale deed in
favour of Konda Reddy. Within one month of the execution of tie
sale agreement, foundations were dug in the neighbouring plots
for construction of a market yard and consequently the prices of ,
plots in and around that market yard had considerably gone up.
Adinarayana had developed an evil idea of getting more
consideration. Without revealing the sale agreement executed by
him in favour of Kondareddy, he executed a sale deed in favour
of Sivarama Murty for the very same land for a consideration of
Rs, 1,25,000/-, and put the vendee, Sivarama Murty in possession
of the plot. Sivarama Murty had no notice of the earlier agreement
entered into between the vendor, Adinarayana and Konda Reddy
and he paid the entire sale consideration at the time of registration.
Thereupon, Konda Reddy came to know of this sale transaction
and filed a suit for specific performance of the agreement to sell.
What would be the effect of the suit?

Under Clause (b) of Section 19 of the Specific Relief Act*
1963, specific performance of a contract may be enforced
against any other person claiming under him by a title,
arising subsequently to the contract, except a transferee for
value who has paid his money in good faith and without notice
of the original contract.

A suit brought against a subsequent purchaser would succeed
unless the subsequent purchaser is able to show (a) that he is
a transferee for value, (b) that he paid his money in good faith
and (c) that he had no notice of the original contract.

As Sivarama Murty had no notice of the earlier agreement
entered into by his vendor with Konda Reddy and without
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